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that  the  integration  of  then  concepts  is  best  dene  at  the  level  of 
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Of  course  it  has  always  bssn  clear  that  problem  of  activation  and  One  solution  to  this  issue  was  to  view  attention  as  a  United 

eaotion  are  not  very  wall  captured  in  this  approach  to  psychology  (tut  resource  that  could  be  allocated  to  different  cognitive  system 

for  a  different  view  see  Siam,  1979).  Some  intonation  processing  ( coaputatlonal  nodules)  (Sevan  s  Gopher,  1979).  Thus,  attention 

psychologists  pursued  just  such  topics,  often  because  their  interest  appeared  as  an  energy  which  aysteriously  served  to  iaprove  the  efficiency  of 


lsth  Century  neurology  provided  scm  very  valuable  analytic  tool* 
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can  we  separate  the  energetic  effect  of  arousal  (alerting)  frcx.  (1980)  and  of  our  own  previous  efforts  to  distinguish  between  pathway 

the  directional  effect?  A  neat  dissociation  of  the  two  has  recently  activation  and  attehtional  effects  (Rothbart  t  Posner,  1985). 
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per  fortune**  in  •  riagetian  object  pernanence  task  in  huaan  22.  Grahan,  r.R.,  St rock,  b.D.,  and  Ziegler,  B.L.  Excitatory  and 

infants  and  rhesus  Monkeys:  Evidence  for  involveaent  of  inhibitory  influences  on  reflex  responsiveness.  In  W.A. 

prefrontal  cortex.  Society  for  Neuroscience  Abstracts,  9,  Collins  (Ed. ) .  Aspects  of  the  development  of  conpetence. 

641.  Hillsdale,  NJ:  Erlbata,  1981. 
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